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Cavid Meders

1317 Hyde St. #5
San Francisca, CA 94109

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street Sw

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct suryeillance. The FBI is gaing far beyvond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be huilt with a peephole for law enforcement to loek through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries far how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communi<ations, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
onlty created a rich opportunity for hackers.

On¢e again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication tec<hnclogies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

David Meders
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Nadine Anderson

3750 Baldwin Drive
Easton, PA 18045

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Wwashington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary, indeefd it is an arrogant
assumption that snoeping is the right of a group of arrogant people.
Longstanding laws already require Internet Service Providers and Internet
telephane companies to allaow the FBI to conduct surveillance.

The self serving people who think that their thoughts are sacred are trying to
impose their view on the rest of us. wWhat they art asking of the FBI is going
far beyond these existing powers by trying to force the industry to actually
build its systems around government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the
government requiring all new homes be built with a peephole for Jaw enforcement
to look through,

If this passes we would not need to waonder about the ayatollas of the muslim
world., We would have our own set of self-rightous people imposing their narrow
minded views on the rest of us.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persanal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
anly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

1 ltook fForward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Nadine R. Anderson
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Steven Frye

PO Box 603
Woodleaf, NC 27054

March 19, 2004

FCC Chajrman Michae1 Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

#s a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be huilt with a peephale for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can callect information between sources like phone companies and data
sogurces like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, ths
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Steven Frye (Taxpayer and VYoter)
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Rob Hamilton

810 Emory Dr.
Chapel Hill, NC 27517 L

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powel]l:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrapping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enfarcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haw
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only ¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I lTook farward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Rob Hamilton
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Kathy Washecka

209 North Grant
Fort Collins, Colorado 80521

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppasition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have butlt-in wiretapping access.

1 do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications. the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
EYEN rogue government agents toc access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Kathy washecka
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Michael Cunningham

5036 Groom Ln.
Dallas, Tx 7?5227

March 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Fowel)l
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
reqguired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llaongstandina laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems argund
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI 5 aggressive and expansive readina of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only c¢reated a rich oppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built=in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Mike Cunningham, Ph. D.
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Harriet Elkingtoen

410 5. (ollege St.
Carlisle, PA 17013

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20954

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring at]
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberatiaons, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key tec our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rague gaovernment agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this saort of backdoor access have not been suc¢essful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangeraus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—=in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Harriet Elkington
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Michael Walsh

2330 South Kenmore Rd
Richmond, Ya 23225

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Fedaral Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communicatien services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding Yaws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to lTook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail, The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
gven rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts ta provide this sort of bhackdoor access have not been successful and
anly created a rich opportuenity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Michael Walsh
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Bhavna Agnihotri

98~20 62nd Drive #7K
Rego Park, NY 11374

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Poweil:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llangstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. tawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail, The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves Eor
even rogue government agents Eto access our personal communications. Past
effaorts to provide this sort of backdoor Eaccess have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Bhavna Agnihotri
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Claude Rhone

400 N Harrison
Freeman, Missouri 64746

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Coemmunications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing tao express my opposition to the
Department of Justice 5 request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can ¢ollect information between sources like phone c¢ompanies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications. the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
eyen rague government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I ook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Claude Rhone
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bavid Costanzo

2014 Mir Woods Drive
Leander, Texas 78841

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communicatiaons Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FcC Chairman Powell:

fis a concerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication seryices be
required te have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement 15 necessary. Lcongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI ta conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyvond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail, The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications. the
government is creatipg the very real gotential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technolegies sheuld have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

David Costanzo
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Jeffrey Eggleston
2301 North 53th Avenue
Hollywonod, FL 33021

March 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

A5 a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llangstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to ¢onduct surveillance, The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through.

1 am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
evéen rogue government agents to access our perscnal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
anly created a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that aur new Internet communication techneologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey Eggleston



Iack:L£11y P
PO Box 37 '

Carland, Maine 04939 N

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not belijeve this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems araund
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to lTook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gven rogue government agents to access our personal <ommunications. Past
effaorts to provide this sort aof backdoor access have not been successful and
only c¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Mr & Mrs Jack Lally
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Eifa Miffitt

32 Crystal Road
North Windham, CT 06256

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Poweill
Federal! Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bevond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phane companies and data
sources tike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort aof backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicatien technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I lTock forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Eija Miffitt
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Robert Hanegan

P.0. Box 155138
Irving, TX 75015

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Caommunications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries faor how
the FBI can c¢ollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
anly c¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Robert J. Hanegan
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Susan Walker
SKADDEN 4 Times Sguare

New Yark, NY 10036

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephane companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
covernment eavesdropping. It is the egquivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephoie for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI 5 agqqressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government 1s creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous sugdestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-=in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Susan Walker
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David Skaugerud

21920 Canan Dr.
Topanga, CA 90290

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michasl Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individuai, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llangstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the squivalent of the governmant requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone ¢ompanies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBIPs aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ? or
even rogue government agents ? to access our persoral communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of ?backdoor? access have not been successful and
only created a rich oppartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built=in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

David G. Skaugerud



Scatt ¢alas

2810 Nancy Street
Orlando, FL 32806

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communicatiens Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Pawell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Cepartment of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I da not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies tao allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going Far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the goverpment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart of hackdoor access have naot been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping,

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Scott Galas
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Paul Barrett

10 ALEXANDER DR APT 628
ASHEVILLE, NC 28801

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Pawell
Federal Communications Commissiaon
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice 5 request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveiilance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivaient of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e—mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity faor hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Paul Barrett
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Douglas Meyer
3304 Moon River Street
tas Vegas, NV 88129

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
federal Commurications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI?s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ? or
even rogue government agents ? to access our perscnal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sart of ?backdoor?® access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Douglas Meyer
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Erik Raske

3403 Lansing St
Philadelphia, PA 1391386

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Cammunications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet caommunication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. Tt is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Yook through.

I am very <oncerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-majl. The fBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that ogur new Internet communication technologies should havye built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Erik Raske
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Julee Isaac

405 S 16th St Apt 902
Omaha, NE 6B102

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michae! Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

wWashingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

f#s a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the fBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is qoing far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent af the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sgurces l1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful bhalance,

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications., the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our persanal communications. Past
efforts to praovide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Julee Isaac
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Daniel Swartz

PO Box 4140
Ithaca, NY 14852

Mar<h 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DBC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the vndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrapping. Tt is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end—run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phaone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thiaves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping,

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Daniel Swartz
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Richard Klinkerfuss

LA

50 Cripple Creek Road
Pinckneyville, I1linois 62274

March 13, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissiaon
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my gpposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Langstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the gavernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infarmation between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents  to access cur personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wirtetapping.

I Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Richard Klinkerfuss
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Jeff Gregor

194 N Mi11 St
Holliston, MA 01748

March 19, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is geing far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very <oncerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s agaressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Tock forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jeff CGregor




